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CHAPTER I 
Introduction 
"About one million tests per school day are being used 
in American schools alonet ul 
"A recent survey estimates that in 1961 more than one 
hundred million commercially produced tests were adminis­
tered. u2 
These startling statements point out the vast amount 
of testing done today. No other development of modern times 
has contributed so much to our understanding of the nature 
and extent of individual differences. These tests vary �rom 
teacher-made exercises given to one class, to industrially 
manUfactured tests given to thousands of children.J Tests 
may be written, oral, or a combination of both. They may be 
checked by children, teachers, counselors, psychologists, or 
machines. The kinds of tests are practically without number, 
being limited only by the areas where information is desired.4 
The purposes for l'hich tests are given are almost as 
varied as the kinds of tests. Tests may be used to gather 
facts, information, tendencies, capacities, maturities, past 
lHoward B. Lyman, � Scores !!19. What 1bey Mean 
(Fhglewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 196J), pp. J. 
21h.t. Search for Ability (New York: Russell Sage Founda­
tion, 1§03) quoted in Victor H. Noll, Introduction � F.d.uca­
tional �easurement (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1965), PP• 5. 
3Noll, Ibid., PP• 4-7. 
4Lyman, .Qll• cit., PP• 11-24. 
2. 
learnings, emotional resct1one, abilities, hidden talents, 
personality traits, intelligence quotients, and achievement 
levels.l There has been a test developed for almost every 
purpose imaginable, but the last two listed above, finding 
intelligence and achievement, are the two most common tests 
school children are exposed to today.2 
Statement of � Problem 
After standardized achievement tests and intelligence 
tests have been administered, checked, and the information 
found by the teRts gathered and recorded, a great controversy 
arises in the schools and hom.es about revealing test results. 
Parents, teachers, and administrators raise questions re-
garding how much information is to be revealed, -..ho 1s en-
titled to know the results, and by what means should the 
outcomes be presented.J This controversy will continue un­
til a solution satisfactory to all concerned is agreed upon 
and established 1n the schools. 
l·Lyman, Op. dit •• PP• 11-24. Noll, Op. cit •• PP• 5-7· 
2Gene R. Hawes, A Briefing For Parents: Your qbild and 
Testing reprinted from the January, 1967, issue of NEA Journai 
(wash1ngton, D.C.: Nati onal Education Association), PP• 2-J. 
J�erle M. Ohlsen, Guidance Services in the Modern School 
(New York: Harcourt, Brace & World, Inc., 19b'li0, PP• 217. 
James H .  Ricks, Jr., "On Telli:ag Parents About Temt 
Scores," Test Service Bulletin, No. 54 (December, 1959), PP• 1-2. 
Ruth. Strang and Glyn Morris, Guidance 1n the Classroom 
(New York: nte ftlacM.illan Company, 1964), pp. 86 ... 99. 
L. w. Sontage, "Does IQ Change?" ! Briefing For Par­
ents: Your Child's Intell1,ence (Washington, D.C.: National 
Education Association, 1960 , PP• lJ-14. 
J. 
PurpOSt! 
The purpose of this study was to find out, by using an 
anonymous questionnaire, the reactions of elementary teachers 
to the release of standardized intelligence test and achieve­
ment test 1nf ormatian to children and/ or parents. 
There always has been a great difference of opinion 
among educators concerning the use of standardized test 
soores.1 Because of the tremendous numbers of standardized 
tests being used 1n such a wide variety of settings, 1t was 
inevitable that many people with little or no training in 
testing were responsible for using test results.2 Teacher's 
beliefs varied depending on training, experience, and sources 
read. Much confusion resulted in the sohools.J 
This survey ws made to get responses of teachers to 
questions regarding the use of these test scores. 
Limitations of the Stud.y 
This study was subject to the following limitations: 
(1) Elementary teachers, grades Ol!e through six, of 
Springfield Public Schools, District 186, were 
s·urveyed. 
(2) A selected sample of two hundred teachers from 
this group was chosen. 
(J) Questions concerning the use of standardized 
achievement test and intelligence test scores 
only were included. 
lxurray J. Lee and Doris May Lee, 1h! Child !BS!!!.§. 
Curriculum, 2nd. edition (New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 
1950), PP• 675 •. 
2Lyman, 2£• cit., Preface PP• viii. 
JB.icks, QR.. �·, pp. 1. 
-
(4) Responses were limited to yes end no, with no 
opinions to be written out for consideration. 
4. 
The answers were intended to be a compilation or 
teacher's opinions on the subject, not a recommendation· to 
the administration of Springfield District 186 for the 
establishment ot a general policy for the system. 
Definition !2f.. Terms 
The following is a list of tetrms and their meanings 
used in this study: 
(1) Achievement test - a test that measures the extent 
to which a person has "achieved" something - ac­
quired certain information or mastered certain 
skills, usually as a result of specific 1nstruc­
tion.1 
(2) Grade equivalent - the grade level for which i 
given score is the real or estimated average. 
(3) Intelligence - the ability to learn or understand 
frcm experiences ability to acquire and retain 
knowledge; mental ability.2 
(4) Intelligence quotient (IQ) - the ratio of a 
person_'s mental age to his chronological age. 
N.A/CA.l 
(5) Intelligence test - a standardized series or pro­
blems progressively graded 1n difficulty. in­
tended to test the intelligence of an ind1vidual.2 
(6) Percentilefrank - the percent of scores in s dis­
tribution equal to or lower than the score cor­
responding to a given rank.' 
(7) Profile - a graphic representation of the results 
on several tests. for either an individual or a 
group. when the results have been expressed in 
acme un1f orm or comparable terms. '!his method 
lRoger T. Lennon, "A Glossary of 100 Measurement Terms. 11 
�Service Notebook, No. 13 (1952), pp. 1-5· 
2Joseph H. Friend and !avid B. Guralnik (ed.), 
Webster's New Wo�ld Dictionary of the American language 
(New York: 1he World Publishing Company. 1956). 
of presentation permits easy identificati on of 
areas of strength or weakness .1 
5. 
( 8) Questionnaire - a w-ri tten or printed form used to 
gather information on sane subject or subjects, 
c onsisting of a list of questions to  be submitted 
to  one or more persons.2 
( 9} Random sample - a sample of ·the members of a pup­
ulation drawn in such e. way that every member of 
the population has a.n equal chance of being in­
cluded - that is, drawn in a way that1precludes the operat ion of a bias or selection. 
(10} Standardized test - a systematic sample of per­
formance obtained under prescribed conditions, 
scored according to  definite rules, and capable 
of evaluation by refereuce to normative 1nfor­
mat1on . l 
(11) Stan1ne - one of the steps in a nine-point scale 
of normalized standard scores. '!he stan1ne 
(sh ort for standard-nine} scale has values from 
one to nine, w1th1a mean of five, and a standard deviation of tw o.  
lLennon, .QE,. cit ., pp. 1-S· 
2Fr1end and Guralnik, .QR.. cit. 
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CHAPTER II 
Survey .Qf. the Literature 
Today measurement touches upon and influences every 
phase of education. Standardized testing has become so 
widespread that few, if any ,  families in the United States 
are unaffected by it.1 After a standardized test has been 
taken, there must be an intelligent interpretation and use 
of the results. Authors vary extensively 1n their opinions 
of what intelligent interpretation and use mean. Especially 
do these authors differ on the subject of giving test score 
information to parents and/or children. 
�ost writers agree that parents and children are en-
titled to some information about standardized test results. 
Ricks,2 Topp,3 and Durost4 agree that all parents should have 
information relating to their child's progress and abilities. 
Parents have the final responsibility for the upbringing and 
education of their child. If they are to plan intelligently 
with and for the·ch11d concerning future educational and 
lliawes, Qi:?.. £.li•• PP• 1. 
2Ricks, QI?_. £!i•• PP• 1-2. 
3Robert Topp, "Let's Tell Parents 'l'heir Children's 
I.Q.•s.n f!1!. Delta Kappan , XL (Jun�. 1949), pp. J42-J46. 
4wal ter N. Durost, · "How to Tell Parents About Stan­
dardized Test .aesults," Test Service Notebook, No. 26 (1961), 
PP• 1. 
----
vocational needs, they must have information regarding his 
probable performanoe or potential. Stendler makes this 
strong statement: 
Parents of children who are achieving well 
above grade level, as measured by standardized tests, 
ought to know that their children are superior so 
that they can begin to set goals with this knowledge 
in mind. This is especially important when the child­
ren are from a lower class background, for their par­
ents may not have had a higher education 1n mind for 
them. Lower class parents tend to undervalue their 
children's ability; middle class parents overrate 1t.l 
Writers, including R1cks,2 Durost,3 and Ohlsen,4 usually 
agree that the information given to parents about the child's 
achievement and intelligence test scores should be explained 
and interpreted, not just given as bare numbers. Although 
objective evidence of a child's ability and progress is often 
useful to avoid accusations of teacher bias, some parents be-
come dismayed or overanxious about standardized test scores. 
They think that the test score is the last word, the author­
itative appraisal of their child's abilities and ach1evement.5 
A great deal of misunderstanding and misinterpretation occurs 
when pa.rents are told these scores without qualification and 
explana.tion.6 Much harm can be done to the child, his pa.r­
ents, and the school-home relationship. Parents often fail 
to realize that test results do not take into account errors 
lcelia B. Stendler, Teaching in the Elementary School 
(New York: Harcourt, Brace & World, Inc., 1958), PP• 509. 
2R1cks, QR.. cit., pp. 1-2. Jnurost, £12.• cit •• PP• 1. 
40hlsen, .QE_. 2.ll.·. pp. 200-201. 
5strang and Morris, �· cit •• pp. 42. 
6Topp, 22.• 2!!,., PP• J45. 
1n measurement. 'lherefore the 1nformatio;i must -be studied 
8. 
in context with other data and observations to be the most 
accurate and useful.1 Whether by written report or by in­
dividual conference, the school has the obligation to give 
parents information about standardized test results in terms 
which they can understand and use.2 
!ti.any writers, Cholden3 and Lorge and 'Ihorndike,4 for 
example, agree that the child and his parents should not be 
told the exact IQ score. Wilson states his beliefs this way: 
I believe there are both practical and psycho­
logical reasons lllhy the schoQl should not tell the 
child's I�. In the first place, limited test results 
may not be reliable. Also, intelligence testing and 
the interpretation of the tests is a complex process. 
To explain the process and the results requires tech­
nical language that ls hard for the layman to under­
stand. Moreover, much of the meaning of the test re­
sults for the individual child can be best understood 
in relation to the scores of many other children. 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Great as are the practical difficulties of 
giving IQ results to parents, the psychological ha­
zards are even greater •••• 
Given the dangers 1nvol ved in making 1ntell1-
gence test results standard ''home equipment," the 
child will have a greater chance to become his best 
self if the parents generally don't know the score .5 
Durost holds that parents should be told the potential 
of their child in general terms which have meaning for them. 
lohlsen, Qp_. cit., pp. 200-201. 
2a1cks, .Qll. c1t •• PP• 2. 
)Harriett B. Cholden, "Making the Most of a Parent Con-
ference. 11 � Instructor, LXXVII (.March, 1968), pp. 87-88. 
4rrv1ng Lorge and Robert L. 'lhorndike, Examiner •s �­
� - � Lorge-'Iborndike Intelligence Tests lBoston: Houghton 
Mifflin Company, 1957), PP• 15. 
5John A. R. Wilson, "Should You Be Told Your Child's 
IQ? No.," ! P.r1ef1ng !'.,s:. Parents: Your Child's Intelligence 
(1960), PP• 9• 
'lbese general tsrms must �e accompanied by interpretation 
and illustration for a more complete picture of the child to 
be formed.1 
A few authors, including Topp2 and Bonder3, definitely 
disagree with the above opinion and believe that parents 
should know the exact IQ score. It is usually statdd, though, 
that the child should not be told his score until he is old 
enough to understand its true significance. Bonder says this: 
Not telling parents the IQ score is about as 
sensible as checking the child's eyes, then not let­
ting the parents know whether ar not he needs glasses. 
Knowing the score will help parents make more intelli­
gent decisions with regard to the child's future •••• 
Parents should be told the exact IQ score, but 
they must be given an explanation of the mean4ng of 
the score, so they can use it constructively. 
Topp explains, •: • • •  information must be presented in a 
way that it will be used to benefit and not to harm. u5 The 
confidential nature of the test scores should be stressed. 
Howard Lyman makes this statement in his book, "Infor­
mation {about test scores} given to the child and his pa.rentR 
should be as definite as warranted by the test and as de­
tailed as they are likely to vnderstand. 116 Most educators, 
Stendler 7 and Chlsen 8, for example, agree that parents ought 
to know the level at which their child is working, as shown 
lnurost, .QE.. cit., PP• 1. 
2Topp, £2• cit., PP• )42-)46 • 
.3James B • .Bonder, "should You Be Told Your Child's lQ? 
Yes' II a Briefing For Parents z Your Child. s Intelligenoe 
{1960), PP• 9. 
4Bond.er, �· , PP• 9. 
5Topp, S:dE..• cit., PP• 345. 6Lyman, .QQ_. cit., pp. 166. 
7st.3ndler, C-p. £!.!., pp. 509. 8Cll sen, �· tlt•• PP• 200. 
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by standardized achievement test scores, so they_ can set 
goals for the child. The great disagreement among writers 
on this point concerns the best way to give tha child and/ 
or his par.ents this information. Many authors, like R1oks1, 
agree that a private conference is best for discussion of 
any test scores, but some .:riters feel differently. Strang 
and Morr1s2 believe 1n group meetings of parents to discuss 
the children's profile charts, with private conferences only 
in special cases. Thorp, la.fever, and Naslund) and Lindquest 
and H1eronymous4 believe 1n sending the child's profile chart, 
which contains test scores, home with ·the child. '!he fol­
lowing d1reot1ons are illustrative of those given for the 
use of test scores, and are contained in the folder "How 
Are Your Skills? 11: 
It 1s strongly recommended that performance on 
the !2E!. Tests of Basic Skills be reported to pupils 
and parents in terms of percentile rank within the 
grade • • • •  
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
If it can be arranged, the parent-teacher con­
ference is the most effeot1ve method of presenting a 
child's report folder to the parents • • • •  However, if 
it will be impossible for the teacher to hold con­
ferences with the parents within a reasonable time 
after the results become available, the.feports should 
be mailed or sent home with the pupils. 
1 Ricks, 2.12.• cit., pp. 1-2. 
2strang and Morris, �· cit •• PP • 4J. 
JLouis o. Thorpe, D. Welty Lefever and �obert A. Nas­
lund, s.H.A. Achievement Series Tf;cher•s Handbook (Chicago: Science Research Associates, 1955 • PP• 6. 
4E. F.· Lindquist and A. N. Hieronymous, Teacher's �­
ual - Iowa T�)ts 2', Be.sic Skills (Bostoni Houghton Mifflin Company, 195 , pp. 20. 
5Lindquist and Hieronymo�s. Ibid., PP • 20. 
11. 
This description or the use of the leaflet "Your 
Achievement �cores and What 'Ibey Mean" is given: 
'!his leaflet is designed fen· guidance purposes. 
'Ihe Progress Chart helps the pupil see his own stand­
ing in school achievement. Summariea of the meanings 
of the test scores are included. 'Ibis leaflet oan 
serve another important function, namely the liiAin­
tenance of communication between school and home. It 
1s written so parents can understand the meaning of 
their child's scores.1 
Cholden2 and Lyma·nJ advocate using class standings to 
explain the level of a child's achievement during a conference 
w1 th the parents. Strang and Norr1s4 and Thorp, Lefever, and 
Naslund5 favor· a profile chart. Ricks6, Lindquist and 
H1eronymous7, Lyman9, and Ohlsen.10, hold that percentiles are 
the most understa.11dable way of discussing achievement. Lyman 
sums up the advantages of percentiles in this way: 
Considering all factors, I should like to see 
the day when we would use only percentile ranks or 
percentile bands in test interpretation. 'Ibis score 
has limitations, to be sure-all scores do. But the 
score has some 1�erent meaning and is easy for the layman to grasp. 
Durostl2 believes stanines are the most dependable way 
to present test results. Some writers, like R�ckslJ, mention 
1Tl1orp, Lefever and Naslund, .Q£. 211•• PP• 20. 
2cholden, �· cit., pp. 87-88. 3Lyma.n, �· � • •  pp. 174. 
4strang and �iorris. 92.· £11• ,  pp. 4J. 
5Thorp, Lefever and Naslund, .22.• 2!,t., PP• 20. 
6a1cks, 2£• �·· pp. 1-4. 
7L1ndqu1st and Hieronymous, �· �·· pp. 20. 
81yman, ..2£. £.!!.., pp. 1J5. 90hlsen, .QI?.. 2.,1_1., pp. 201. 
11 lOCholden, U-p. £11·.  PP• 88. Lyman, .QE.. cit •• PP• lJ.5. 
12nurost, .22_. cit., pp. 1. 1Ja1cks, �· cit., pp. 4. 
12. 
grade eq111valent scores as possible, though not the best, 
way to give test information. All these authors give very 
good reasons for choosing a certain method, and list un­
desirable features of all other ways of giving achievement 
test results. Nost educ.a tors are careful to state that all 
test 1nf ormat1on should be accompa.n1sd by careful explana­
tion and 1nterpretat1cn. 
In summary, writers vary to a considerable degree 1n 
what they think parents and children should be told about 
test scores, and by what method the data should be presented. 
But they all agree on two basic premises: (1) that children 
and parents are entitled to receive some information about 
the standardized achievement test and intelligence test re­
sultsi and {2) that this information should be in some other 
form besides definite test scores, and should be preceded by 
an interpretation of the material, presented by some school 
personnel. 
CHAPTEH III 
Research i.V1ethod. 
In February. 1967. a trial questionnaire ...as submitted 
to the twelve teachers. two fran each grade one to six. in 
the writer's home school. The plan was to revise it. where 
necessary. enlarge the sample. and use the results as the 
basis for this naster 1 s 'lb es is. 'Iherefore a sheet was 1n-
cl uded on the back of the original questionnaire asking the 
writer's colleagues to comment on any confusing or misleading 
questions. and to make note of anything they thought should 
be added ar deleted. This trial questionnaire is item A in 
the Appendix. 
After careful consideration of the comments made on 
the original survey. the questionnaire was revised and en­
larged. The questionnaire became longer. more detailed. and 
more clearly worded. 'Ibe findings in this paper were based 
on the second quest1onnai�e. The second questionnaire is 
item B in the Appendix. 
Permission was received fran Dr. A. Hugh Livingston. 
then the Superintendent of Schools 1n Springfield District 
186, to send the questionnaire to two hundred teachers of 
grades one through six of SpringfielG. Public Schools. This 
permission was received in a letter dated March 11. 1968. 
u'n April 1, 1968. the survey was sent to a selected sample 
14. 
of teachers chosen from the Teacher's DiTectory of the dis­
trict. 1he survey was anonymous, but tee.ch er s were asked to 
state the grade level at which they taught. A self-addressed, 
stamped envelope was enclosed to facilitate the sending of 
replies. Since the survey was anonymous, no follow· up could 
be done, except to ask friends to make a general announce­
ment in their buildings reminding teachers to complete the 
survey. 
'lhere are thirty-two elementary schools in this dis­
trict. One teacher was chosen from ea.ch of the six grade 
levels from each school. 'Ihe names of these teachers were 
taken from the Teacher's Directory of Springfield Public 
Schools without reference to age, sex, or length of employ­
ment. 1Ihe names were chosen from an alphabetical list of 
the personnel 1n each school. 'lhe first name for each grade 
in school one was used, the second name for that grade i n  the 
second school, and so on. Since some of the schools did not 
have the full six teachers for the six elementary grades, 
other teachers were choe:e.n at :-andom to complete the number 
of teachers from a specific grade level. The other eight 
teachers, to make the full two hundred, were chosen at ran­
dom. Teachers 1n split. combined, or tes.m teaching situa­
tions were also included. In the tally of responses, these 
combine� grade surveys were assigned to one single grade 
taught, on the basis of an even number of split grade ques­
tionnaires to each grade level. '.l'his was done w1 th the 
greatest accuracy possible, ccns1der1ng the large number of 
canb1nat1ons possible for one teacher to teach. 
From the two hundred mailed, one hundred thirty-six, 
or 68�. of the questionnaires were returned. The results 
were tallied to show the reactions of teachers in grades one 
through six of Springfield Public Schools to questions con­
cerning using standardized achievement test scores and intel­
ligence test information with children and/or parents. 'Ihe 
results were then figured an a percentage basis and recorded. 
The data was noted in appropriate tables. 
Treatment of Le.ta 
'Ihe op1n1one received on the questionnaire were tallied 
in these two ways: 
(1) The complete range of replies were tallied to­
gether with no regard to grade level taught. This 
was to d1soover any large. overall tendencies in 
the opinions of' teachers who responded. The per­
centages of yea and no responses for each phrase 
w':!I'e recorded in Table 1. 'l'hese percentages were 
figured on the basis ot one hundred thirty-six 
replies received, not on the two hundred ques­
.t1onna1res sent. Since all teachers d.1d not 
answer all questions, even though each was asked 
to respond to ever·y phrase, there must be a 
column on the table for those who did not answer 
each question. 
(2) 'lhe replies were scr:ted according to grade lev-
el taught and tallied. In this way, comparisons 
could be made among opinions held at each grade 
level. Also the trsnd 1n each grade level could 
be compared to the overall trends. '!his method 
showed if the age of the child taught had anything 
to do with the teacher's opinion of what test in­
formation should be given to the child and/or his 
parents. This information was recorded, in per­
centages, in '.I.ables 2, 3, 4, 5. 6, and 7. Again 
there had to be a column of percentages of phrases 
left blank on each question. 
Table 8 indicated the comparison of percentiles for 
each question �rom all of the six grades. 
16. 
CHAPT!B IV 
Finding a 
. In their reaponaea to the que•t1onnaire, teachers in­
dicated some ver7 detin1te trend• 1n opinions concerning the 
use or standardized achievement teat and intelligence test 
scores with elem.entar7 achool children and/or their parents. 
Never •• an opinion unan1.Jlloual7 held, but there •• enough 
difference between the percentages of 7es and no answers in 
almost all section• to indicate a general trend ot opinion. 
Iata indicative ot general feelings regarding teat in-
formation •s as tollowa: 
Question A - What 1ntoru.t1on should be given to parents 
1n regard to teat reaulta? 
(l) 95% of the teachers answering telt 1ntormat1on 
should be given onl7 where 1t would be benet1o1al 
to understanding the child. 
(2) 84% indicated that the7 believed all intormat1on 
should not be given to all parents alike. 
()) QU.7 2% felt that no information should be given 
at all. 
(4) '!he grade level taught made ver7 little d1tferenoe 
in the opinions expressed . 
Queatiqn � -- When 1ntormation is given to parents, how 
should it be presented? 
(l) ?1% held that parent• should be told the child's 
general rank 1n his om olasa, 1Chile 68% believed 
the child'• rank ahould be ocmpared to the olaaa 
average. 
(2) 77% telt that the parents should be told the approx­
imate grade level score. 
(3) 71% believed that the x;arents should be given the 
child's s,pprox1mate IQ soore. 
(4) On the four questions regarding telling specific 
number scores, an average of only 8.% marked the 
yes column. 
(5) 32% of the sixth grade teachers believed in telling 
parents their child's ex.act grade level as shown 
by achievement tests. 'Ibis was the only large vari­
ation according to grade level taught. 
Question £ - What information shoul� be given to stu­
dents in regard to test results? 
(1) 88% believed that all int'ormat1on should not be 
given tc all children. 
(2) fl2% felt that information should be given only 
where it would be beneficial to the performance 
of the child. 
(3) 12i& indicated that no information at all should 
be given to children. 
(4) Grade level taught made no significant difference 
in the opinions expressed. 
xuestion D - W'hen information is given to children, 
how should it be presented? 
(l) 
(2) 
(J) 
(4) 
(5) 
( 6) 
(7) 
(8) 
Opinions were more d.1 v1ded than on the other 
three questions. 
68% felt that the child should have a chance to 
look over the test 1n a private conference with 
the teacher. 
Opinio'P.S were close �1 the discussion of �!stake� 
with the teacher - 46� yes, compared to J7% no. 
51% felt that mistakes should not be corrected. 
75% felt that a child should know his general 
overall level of achievement. 
59% indicated a belief that the ohild should know 
his general rank in his own class. 
On the four sections concerning giving specific 
numbor soores to children, the average number of 
yes answers was only 8%. 
Th.ere was some differences of opinion according 
to grade level taught. 52% of teachers, grades 
18. 
one to three, thought the ohild should be allowed 
to discuss the test with the teacher� while only 
J9% ot the upper grade t•chers felt this way . 
(9) JS.% ot t•chera , grades aie to three, thought 
children should be allowed to correct their mia­
takea, llh1le only 18.% ot upper grade t•chers 
held this opinion .  
(10) 70% or teaGhera, gradea four to six, felt the 
child should be told his approxillate rank in his 
own olasa, 11h1le only 50% or the lower grade 
teachers 1nd1oated th1a opinion. 
'lhe result• indicated that teachers did have definite 
opinions about giving out intormation concerning standardized. 
achievement test and intelligence teat scores. Further , the7 
were willing to state the•• opinions , in writing, on a 
questi onnaire. 
summerx � Conclusions 
Two basic, general conclusi ons can be drawn tram this 
aurvey: 
( l )  Teaohera believed parents were entitled t o  receive 
information about the results ot standardized 
achievement teats and intelligence teats wh1oh 
their children have taken. The parent •• entitled 
to have the 1ntormat1on presented in a torm which 
he could understand, which m•nt the presentation 
could not be the aame tor all parents .  'lbe results 
or the•• teats should be presented 1n a general' 
summary torm, in explanatory warda, rather than 
1n a straight numerical form. 
(2) Children were entitled t o  some int'armat1on con­
cerning how they scored on standardized achieve­
ment teats and intelligence tests. 'lb.la 1ntor­
mat1on ahould be presented 1n wards , rather than 
scores or other numbers .  'lhe beat w.7 t o  explain 
achievement teats and intelligence teats to the 
child •• in a private oont erenoe with the teacher . 
11. 
TABLE 1 
COMBINED DATA FROM GRADES ONE THROUGH SIX* 
Survey questions Yes No No 
Reply 
A.  What information should be given 
to parents 1n regard to test 
results? 
1. All intormation g1ven to 
all parents alike • • • • • • • • • • • •  7% 84.% 9.% 
2. Information given only where 
it would be beneficial to llll-
derstanding the child • • •• • • • •  95% 5% O.% 
3. Information given only if re-
quested by parents • • • • • • • • • • •  JO% 57� 13% 
4. No information given at all • •  2% 82% 16% 
B. When int orma ti on 1• g1 ven to par-
ents, how should it be presented? 
1. Individual'• rank in his own 
class 
a. General rank (to� third, 
lower halt, etc. • • • • • • • • • 71.% 21% 8% 
b. Speoif ic number rank 
(third, ninth, eto .) • • • • • •  5% 72% 2).% 
c .  Compared to olaas 
average • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  68% 15% 17.% 
2. Approximate grade level scores 
(about one year abov•, two 
years below, eto .) • • • • • • • • • • •  77% 17% 6.% 
J. Definite grade level snores 
as shown by tests sent hane 
on a card for each child • • • • •  12% 80.% 8% 
4. Class tabulation results 
(sheet with all scores 1n 
ot-d.er with names or iden-
t1f1oat1on numbers) • • • • • • • • • •  10% 84.% 6% 
5. Approximate IQ scores (low, 
above average, etc.) • • • • • • • • •  71.% 21.% 8% 
6. Def 1n1 te IQ scores as shown 
by teats for each child • • • • • •  5% 87.% 8% 
*Tabulation notes: 
Number sent - 200 
Number received - 136 
- 68% Percentage of replies 
TABLE 1 - CONTINUED 
Survey questions 
c. What information should be given 
to students in regard to test 
results? 
1. All information given to 
Yes 
all children. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2% 
2. Information given only where 
it would be benet1oial to the 
pttrformanoe of the child. . . . . .  82% 
J. No inf'ormation given at all 12% 
D. When information ia given to 
children, how should it be pre­
sented? 
1. A chance to look over test to 
see mistakes 
a. Private oonterenoes •••••• 
b. In the class as a whole •• 
c. Discuss mistakes w1 th. 
teE:iOher•••••••••••••••••• 
d. Correction ot mistakes ••• 
2. General overall level of a­
chievement (did well, poorly). 
J. Bank in his own class 
a. General statement (top 
half, middle, etc . )  •••••• 
b. Speoifio number (tenth, 
fifteenth, eto. ) ••••••••• 
o. Incii vidual·•a so ore com­
pared to class average ••• 
4. Class tabulation sheet with 
scores in order;;".andl _naaes or 
ident1f1oat1on numbers ot all 
members••••••••••••••••••••••• 
5. Definite grade level sooreo 
as shown by test•••••••••••••• 
6. Definite IQ score as shown by 
test•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
68,% 
22% 
46% 
26%: 
75% 
59% 
5% 
J2,% 
4% 
18.% 
3% 
No No 
Reply 
88.% 10.% 
16,% 2% 
68% 20% 
25,% 
6J% 
37% 
.51% 
14% 
7% 
15.% 
17%' 
23,% 
11,% 
10.% 
19% 
12.% 
11,% 
8.% 
8.% 
�/. 
TABLE 2 
DATA FROM GRADE ONE* 
Survey questions Yes No No 
Reply 
A .  What information should be given 
to parents in regard to test 
r�sults? 
1 .  All information given to 
all parents alike ••••••••••••• 0% 88.% 12% 
2. Intormat1on g1ven only where 
1 t would be beneficial to un-
derstand1ng the child ••••••••• 97% J.% O,% 
3 .  Inf ormat1on given only 1f re-
quested by parents •••••••••••• 46.% 46% 8% 
4. No information given at all ••• 3% 8.5.% 12% 
B .  When information is given to par-
ents, how should it be presented? 
1 .  Ind1v1dual1s rank 1n his own 
class 
a .  General rank (to) th1rn, 
lower halt, etc. •••••••• 7J.% 21.% 6.% 
b. Speoitic number rank 
(third, ninth, etc. ) ••••• J.% 79% 18% 
c .  Caapared to the class 
averas••••••••••••••••••• ?O.% 12% 18% 
2.  Approximate grade level scores 
(about one year above, two 
years below, etc .) •••••••••••• 73% 18% 9% 
J .  Definite grade level scores 
as ahown by tests sent hane 
6% on a card tor each child •••••• 85.% 9.% 
4 . Class tabulation results 
(sheet with all scores in 
order w1 th names or 1den-
t1tioat1on numbers) ••••••••••• 9 %  79tj, 12.% 
s. ApproxiJDate IQ scores (low, 
above average, etc.) •••••••••• 82,% 12.% 6% 
6 . Definite IQ scores as shown 
by tests for each oh1ld ••••••• O,% 91% 91' 
*Tabulation notess 
Number sent - J4 
Number received - 33 
Percentage of replies - 97% 
TABLE 2 • CONTINUED 
Surv ey questions Yes No No 
Reply 
c. What information should be given 
to students in regard to test 
results? 
1. All 1nf ormat1an given to 
all children• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  J% 91% 6% 
2. Information given only where 
it would be benet1c1al to the 
performance ot the child • • • • • •  79% 18,% 3% 
J. No information at all g1van • • •  21.% 64,% 15.% 
D .  Wh en  1ntormat1an is given to 
children, how should 1t be pre-
sented? 
l .  A chance t o  look over test to 
see mistakes 
a .  Private confer�uoes •• • • • •  70% 21% 9% 
b .  In the class as a whole • •  21% 70% 9.% 
c .  Discuss mistakes with 
teacher • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  .55� JO,% 15% d. Correction ot answers • • • •  � 33  48% 19% 
2. General overall level of a-
ch1evement (did well, poorly) . 70% 12,% 18% 
J. Bank in his own class 
a. General statement (top 
half, middle, etc.} • • • • • •  51% JJ% 16.% 
b .  Spec1f1o number (tenth, 
fifteenth, etc .} • • • • • • • • •  6% 76% 18% 
c .  Individual's soore can-
pared to olaas average • • •  JO.% 55% 15% 
4. Class tabulation sheet with 
scares 1n order and names& oT-
1dentif 1eat1on numbers of all 
members • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  6% 79% 15% 
5. Def 1n1te grade level scores 
as shown by tests • • • • • • • • • •• • • 6% 79% 15% 
6. Definite IQ score as shown by 
test • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  O,% 88% 12% 
�3-
TABLE 3 
DATA FROM GRADE TWO* 
Survey questions Yes No No 
Reply 
A. What information should be given 
to parents in regard to test 
results? 
l. All information given to 
all parents alike ••••••••••••• 10.% 86% 4.% 
2. Information given onl7 11here 
it would be beneficial to un-
derstand1ng the child ••••••••• 100% O,% O,% 
J. Information given only if re-
quested by parents •••••••••••• 19.% 6.5% 16% 
4. No information given at all ••• .5% 76% 19.% 
B .  When information is given to par-
ents, how should 1t be presented? 
1. Individual's rank 1n his own 
class 
a. General rank (to� third, 
lower half, etc. •••••••• 6 .5% 23% 12.% 
b. Speo1tic number rank 
(third, ninth, etc.) ••••• 10% 62,% 28% 
c. Canpared to the class 
average •••••••••••••••••• .57fo 1J% JO% 
2. Approximate grade level scores 
(about one year above, two 
years below, etc.) •••••••••••• 77.% 2).% O.% 
J. Definite grade level scores 
as shown by teste sent ·hane 
on a card for each child •••••• 10% 86% 4% 
4. Class tabulation results 
(sheet with all scores in 
order with names ar 1den-
t1fioation numbers) ••••••• •••• 10% 86% 4% 
.5•' Approximate IQ scores (low, 
above average, etc.) •••••••••• 6.5% 29.% 6% 
6. Definite IQ scores aa ·shown 
by tests for each child ••••••• 10.% 86% 4% 
*Tabulation notes: 
Number sent - JJ 
Number received - 21 
Percentage of replies - 64,; 
TABLE .J - CONTINUED 
Survey questions Yes N o No 
Reply 
c. What information should be g1V'en 
to students in regard to test 
results? 
1. All information given to 
0% all ah1ldren ................... 86,% 14% 
2. Intormat1on g1 V&n ally where 
it would be beneficial to the 
performance ot the child •••••• 71.% 19.% 10% 
3 .  No information at all given ••• 10.% 65% 25% 
D. When 1nf orm.at1on 1s given to 
childrm, how should it be p1�e-
sented? 
1. A chance to look over test to 
see mistakes 
a. Private conterenoea •••••• 62% J8,% O.% 
b. In the class as a whole •• 19.% 71% 10% 
o. Discuss mistakes with 
teacher •••••••••••••••••• J9.% 4J% 18% 
d.· Correction of answers •••• J4% 52% 14.% 
2. General overall level of a-
chievement (did well, poorly) 62,% 2J.% 15% 
J. Rank 1n his Olin class 
,/ a. General statement (top 
halt, middle, etc.) •••••• 48.% 4J% 9% 
b. Specific number (tenth, 
fifteenth, eto.) ••••••••• 10.:' 71% 19% 
c. Individual's soore cam-
pared to class average ••• 2J.% 62,% 1.5% 
4. Class tabulation sheet with 
scores in order And names or 
ident1ficat1ai n�bers of all 
members••••••••••••••••••••••• lJ.% 81.% 6.% 
s. Definite grade level scores 
as shown by tests ••••••••••••• 19.% 76% .5.% 
6. Def1n1 te IQ score as shom by 
test�••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5% 90.% 5% 
TABLE 4 
DATA FRQl GRADE THREE* 
Survey questions Yes No No 
Reply 
A. What information should be given 
to parents 1n regard to test 
results? 
l. All 1nf ormat1an given to 
all parents a11ke ••••• • • • • •••• 0% 100% 0% 
2. Inf ormat1on given only where 
1 t would be beneficial to un-
derstand1ng the child ••••••••• 100% O.% O,% 
). Intormatioil ·gtvm· -.ly it ·re-
quested by p&r9nt••••••••••• • •  25.% 75% 0% 
4. No information given at all • • •  o.� 100.% 0% 
B .  When 1ntormat1cm 1• given to par-
ents,  how should it be pres�nted? 
l. Individual ' s  rank 1n his own 
class 
a. General rank (to� third, 
lower half , etc. •••••••• 75% 25% 0% 
b. Speoitio num.ber rank 
(third, ninth, etc. ) ••••• 6.% 88.% 6% 
c .  Compared to the class 
average •••••••••••• •••••• 69.% 25% 6% 
2. Approximate grade level scores 
(about one year above. two 
years below, etc. )  •••••• •••••• 81.% 19% 0% 
J. Definite grade level scores 
as shown by tests sent hane on 
a card for each child ••••••••• 12% 88,% 0% 
4. Class tabulation results 
( sheet with all scaree 1n 
order w1 th names or 1den-
t1f1eat1on numbers) • • • • • • • • ••• 12% 88% O.% 
5. Approximate IQ scores (low, 
above average, etc. ) •• • • • ••••• 63% 37% O,% 
6. Definite IQ scores as shown 
by tests for each child ••••••• O,% 100,% 0,% 
*Tabulation notes : 
Number sent - JJ 
Number received - 16 
Percentage of replies - 49% 
TABLE 4 - CONTINUED 
Survey questions Yes No No 
Reply 
c. What information should be given 
to students 1n regard to test 
results? 
1. All information given to 
all children • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  0% 100% 0% 
2. Information given only where 
it would be benetio1al to the 
performance ot the oh11� • • • • • •  69% Jl.% 0% 
). No 1ntormat1cm. at all given • • •  25% 7S% o� 
D. When information is given to 
children, how should it be prA-
sented? 
1. A chance to look over test to 
see mistakes 
a. Private conferences • • • • • •  69_% Jl.% 0% 
b. In the class as a whole • •  25.% 69,% 6% 
o .  Discuss a1atakea with 
teacher • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  6J.% J7% 0% 
d. Correction of answera • • • •  37% S7% 6% 
2. General overall level of a-
ch1evement {did well , poorly) 69.% 25% 6.% 
). Bank . in his Olm class 
a. General statement (top 
half , middle , etc . )  • • • • • •  50.% 50% o:i 
b. Specific number (tenth , 
fifteenth , etc . )  • • • • • • • • •  6.% 94% O,% 
o. ln<U,vidual ' s  soore com ... 
pared to .class average • • •  37% 6J.% 0% 
4. Class tf,bulation sheet with 
sooree '1Jn order and names or 
1dent1f1oat1on numbers of all 
members • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  0% 94% 6.% 
5. Definite grade level soares 
as shown by tests • • • • • • • • • • • • •  19% 81%' 0% 
6. Definite IQ aoore as shown by 
test • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  0% 100.% 0% 
� 7. 
TABLE 5 
DATA FROM GRADE F OUR* 
Survey questions Yea No No 
Reply 
A .  What 1ntormation should be given 
to parents in regard to teat 
results? 
1. All in!'ormat1on given to 
all parents alike • • • • • • • • • • • • •  0% 85.% 15% 
2. Inrormation given only where 
it would be benetioial to un-
derstand1ng the child • • • • • • • • •  95.% 5.% 0% 
3. Information given onl7 if re-
quested by parents • • • • • • • • • • • •  JS.% 50% 1.5.% 
4.  No information given a t  all • • •  O,% 70.% JO% 
B .  When information 1s given to par-
ents, how should it be presented? 
1. Individual's rank 1n his own 
olass 
a .  General rank (to� third, 
lower halt, etc. • • • • • • • •  85% S.% 10% 
b. Speoitic number rank 
( third, ninth, eto .) • • • • •  O,% 70.% JO% 
o .  Ca11.pared to the olass 
average • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  6.S.% .5.% JO.% 
2. Approx1.lllate grade level scores 
(about one year above, two 
years below, etc.) • • • • • • • • • • • •  85.% 10.% S.% 
J .  Definite grade level scores 
as shown by teats sent home 
1.5% on a card tor each ohild • • • • • •  5.% 80.% 
4.  Class tabulation results 
( •heet with all acores in 
orde·. w1 th namea or iden-
t1ticat1on numbers) • • • • • • • • • • •  10,% 75.% 15.% 
5. Approximate IQ score• (low, 
above average, etc.) • • • • • • • • • •  80,% 5.% 1.5.% 
6. Detin1te IQ scores aa shown 
by tests for each child • • • • • • •  o.% BS.% 15.% 
*Tabulation notes i 
Number sent - JJ 
Number received - 20 
Percentage ot replies - 60% 
TABLE 5 - CONTINUED 
survey questi Clls Yes No N o  
Reply 
c .  What 1ntormation should be given 
to students in regard to test 
result• ? 
1. All 1ntormation given t o  
all children • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  0% 80% 20% 
2. Information g1Ten ·oniy where 
it would be bene1°1o1al t-o the 
pertormanoe ot the oh1ld • • • • • •  90% 10% 0% 
; . No intormation at all given • • •  10% 55% JS% 
D .  When 1ntormat1on 1 •  given to 
children, how should 1t be pre-
aented? 
1. A chance to look over test t o  
see mistake• 
a .  Private oanterenoea • • • • • •  55% 25% 20% 
b. In the olaaa as a llhole • •  JO% 35% 35% 
o .  D1souaa mistakes with 
t•cher • • • • •  · • • • • • • • • • • • • • 40% 25% '�� d .  Correction of anewers • • • •  5% 50% 
2 .  General overall level or a-
oh1evement {d14 well, poorly ) .  90% 0% 10% 
J. Rank in hi• O'Wll cla•• 
a .  General etatement (top 
halt , a1ddle, etc . )  • • • • • •  70% 20% 10% 
b. Speo1t1o number (tenth, 
t1tteenth, etc . )  • • • • • • • • •  0% 70% JO% 
o .  Individual ' •  soore oom-
pared to olaaa average • • •  20% 60,% 20% 
4. Clas• tabulation sheet with 
scare• 1n order and n&lle& or 
ident1t1cat1on numbers ot all 
members• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  5% 80% 15% 
5. Det1n1te grade level acoree 
aa shown b7 teat• • • • • • • • • • • • • •  15% 70% 15.% 
6. Definite IQ acore as shown by 
teat • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • � •  0% 85% 15.% 
TABLE 6 
DATA FROM GRADE FIVE* 
Survey questions Yes No No 
Reply 
A. What information should be given 
to parents in regard to test 
results? 
l. All inf orm.ation given to 
all parents alike • • • • • • • • • • • • •  12.% 84% 4% 
2. Information given only where 
it would be benet1o1al to un-
derstanding the child • • • • • • • • •  92.% 8% O.% 
J. Information given only 1f re-
quested by parents • • • • • • • • • • • •  34� 46% 21.% 4. No information given at all • • •  79% 17% 
B .  When 1ntormation 1s given to par-
ents ,  how should it be presented? 
l. Individual • a  rsnk 1n his own 
class 
a. General rank (to� third , 
lower halt , etc. • • • • • • • • 71% 25.% 4.% 
b. Specific number rank 
(third, ninth , etc. ) • • • • •  4% 79.% l?.% 
c .  Canpared to th• class 
21.% average • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  75% 4.% 
2. Approximate grade level scores 
(about one year above, two 
years below, eto. ) • • • • • • • • • • • • ?9% 17% 4.% 
J. Definite grade level scores 
as shown by tests sent heme 
on a card for each child • • • • • •  8.% 88.% 4.% 
4. Clasa tabulation results 
( sheet with all aoores 1n 
order with name• or iden-
t1t1oat1on numbera ) • •  � • • • • • • • •  4.% 92% 4% 
.5. Approximate IQ scores (low, 
above average, etc. ) • • • • • • • • • •  ?5% 17% 8% 
6. Definite IQ scores as shown 
by tests for each child • • • • • • •  8.% 88.% 4.% 
*Tabulation notes : 
Number sent - J4 
Number received - 24 
Percentage ot replies - 70% 
TABLE 6 - CONTINUED 
Survey questions 
c. What 1nformat1on should be given 
to students 1n regard to teat 
results? 
1 .  All information given to 
Yea 
all children• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  4% 
2. Information given only where 
it would be beneficial to the 
performance of the child. . . . . . .  88.% 
3 .  No information at all given . . . .  4.% 
D. When information ia given t o  
children. how should 1t b e  pre­
sented? 
1. A chance to look over teat to 
see mistakes 
a .  Private conferences • • • • • • •  
b .  In the class as a whole • • •  
o .  Diacusa mist.akea with 
teacher • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
d. Correction of anawers • • • • •  
2. General overall level of a­
chievement (did well , poorly ) • •  
3 ·  Bank in his own class 
a .  General· statement ( t op 
half , middle. etc . ) • • • • • • •  
b .  Specific num�er (tenth . 
fifteenth . etc . ) • • • • • • • • • •  
o .  Individual ' s  score com­
pared to class average • • • •  
4. Clase tabulation sheet with 
scores in order and names or · ' 
identification numbers of all 
member• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
5. Definite grade level scores 
as shown by teats • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
6. Deftaitet, IQ scare as shown by 
tea� • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
75% 
21.% 
42% 
25% 
88% 
?9% 
4.% 
46.% 
No 
12% 
75% 
21.% 
71% 
46.% 
54.% 
8.% 
17.% 
84.% 
46.% 
100.% 
79.% 
96.% 
N o  
Reply 
O.% 
21.% 
4.% 
8.% 
12� 
21.% 
4% 
O,% 
o:t 
O,% 
30, 
TABLE 7 
DATA FROM GRADE SIX* 
Survey questions 
A .  What information should be given 
to parents in regard to test 
results ?  
Yes 
1. All information given to 
all parents • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  18% 
2 .  Information given on17 where 
it would be beneficial to un­
derstanding the child. . . . . . . . . .  86% 
J .  Information given only 1f re­
quested by parent• • • • • • • • • • • • • •  14% 
4.  No information given at all . . . .  0% 
B .  When information is given to par­
ents .  how should 1t be presented·? 
1 .  Individual ' s  rank in hia own 
class 
a .  General rank (top third. 
lower half , etc . ) • • • • • • • • •  
b .  Speoifio number rank 
(third , ninth, eto. ) • • • • • •  
o .  Canpared to olaas 
average• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
2 .  Approximate grade level scores 
(about one year above, two 
years below, etc . )  • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
J .  Definite grade level scores 
as shown by tests sent home 
on a card for eaoh child • •  ; • • • •  
4.  Class tabulation results 
( sheet with all scores 1n 
order with names or iden­
tification numbers )  • • • • • • • • • • • •  
5. Approximate IQ scores (low, 
above average ,  eto . )  • • • • • • • • • • •  
6 .  Definite IQ scores as aholm 
by tests for eaoh child • • • • • • • •  
*Tabulation notes : 
Number sent - JJ 
Number received - 22 
Percentage of replies - 67% 
5.5% 
9.% 
73% 
73% 
32.% 
14% 
55% 
14% 
No No 
Reply 
64% 18% 
14% 0% 
68,% 18% 
82% 18% 
27'/. 
.S.S% 
14.% 
14.% 
55% 
73% 
32% 
73% 
18.% 
36% 
13.% 
1J% 
13% 
1J% 
13% 
13% 
J ( .  
TABLE 7 - CONTINUED 
Surve7 questions 
c. What information should be given 
to students 1n regard to test 
results ? 
1 .  All information given to 
Yes 
all children . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5.% 
2 .  Information given onl7 where 
it would be beneficial to the 
performance of the child. . . . . . .  91% 
3 . No information at all given. . . .  0% 
D. When information is given to 
children, how should it be pre­
sented? 
1 .  A chance to look over test to 
see mistakes 
a .  Private oonterenoes • • • • • • •  
b .  In the olass as a whole • • •  
c .  Discuss mistakes with 
teacher • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
d.  Correction of answers • • • • •  
2 .  General overall level of a­
chievement (did well, poorly • • •  
J •  Bank in his O'W?l class 
a .  General statement (top 
half , middle , etc. ) • • • • • • •  
b .  Specific n'JDlber (tenth, 
fifteenth, etc . ) • • • • • • • • • •  
c .  Individual ' s  score con:pared 
to class average • • • • • • • • • •  
4 .  Class tabulation sheet with 
scores in order and names or 
identification numbers tor all 
members • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
5 .  Definite grade level scores 
as shown by tests • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
6 .  Definite IQ score as ehown by 
test • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  
73% 
18% 
36,% 
2J.% 
73.% 
60.% 
5% 
36.% 
3:<.. 
No No 
Repl7 
82% lJ.% 
9% O,% 
77% 2 J.% 
18.% 
59.% 
41% 
45% 
18.% 
27.% 
59.% 
36% 
77% 
.55% 
77% 
9.% 
2 J% 
23.% 
32.% 
9% 
1J% 
J6% 
28.% 
23% 
13.% 
11.J.% 
TABLE 8 
COMPARISON OF DATA FROM GRADES ONE THROUGH SIX 
A. What information should be given to par- 1 2 3 4 5 6 
ent s in regard to test results? 
1.  All information given to Yes 0% 10% 0% 0% 12% 18% 
all parents alike• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No 88% 86% 100% 8 5% 84% 64% 
No Reply 12% 4% 0% 15% " 4% 18 % 
2.  Information given only where Yes 97� 100% 100% 95� 9g� 86% 1 t would be bm e:tl diil to un- No 0% 0% 1 4% 
derstanding the child • • • • • • • • • • • •  No Reply 6% 0% 0% 6% 0% 0% 
3 . Information given only if re- Yes 46% 19% 25% � 33% 14% quested by parents • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No 46% 65% 75% 46% 6 8% 
No Reply 8% 16% 0% 15% 21% 1 8% 
4 .  No information given at all • • • • • •  Yes 3% 5% 0% 0% 4% 0 % 
No 85% 76% 100% 70% 79% 8 2% 
No Reply 12% 19% 0% 30% 17% 18% 
� 
I 
TABLE 8 - CONTINUED 
B. When information is given to parent s ,  
how should i t  be presented? 
1. Indiv:ldual ' s  rank in his own class 
a .  General rank ( to5 third, Yes 
lower half ,  etc . • • • • • • • • • • •  No 
No Reply 
b .  Specific number rank Yes 
( third, ninth, etc. • • • • • • • •  No 
No Reply 
-
. 
c .  Compared to class Yes 
average • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No 
No Reply 
2. Approximate grade level scores Yes 
(about one year above , two No 
years below, etc . )  • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No Reply 
3 .  Definite grade level scores Yes 
as shown by tests sent home No 
on a card for each child • • • • • • • • •  No Reply 
4. Class tabulation results ( sheet Yes 
with all scores in order with No 
names or identification numcers • •  No Reply 
5. Approximate I Q  scores ( low , Yes 
above average ,  etc . )  • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No 
No Reply 
1 2 
73% 65% 21% 23% 6% 12% 
3% 
79� 18 
10% 62% 28% 
70'/o 12% 18% 
57� 13 30% 
73% 18% 
9% 
77% 23% 0% 
6% 85% 
9% 
10% 
86% 
4% 
9% 
79% 12% 
10% 
861� 
4% 
82% 65% 12% 29% 6% 6% 
3 4 5 6 
7?% 25% 0% 
85% 5% 10% 
71% 25% 
4% 
�5'% 27% 18% 
6% 0% 4% 5� 88% 70% 79% 6% 30% 17% 36% 
69% 6 5% 7 5% 7
3� 25% 5% 21% 14 6% 30% 4% 13% 
81% 85% 79% 7�% 19% 10% 17% 1 % 0% 5% 4% 13% 
12% 5% 8% 32% . 88% 80% 88% 55% 
0% 15% 4% 13% 
12 % 10% 4% 14% 88% 75% 92% 73% 0% 1 5% 4% 13% � 
63% Bo% 75% 55� 37% 5% 17% 32 0% 15% 8% 13% 
�-f::., 
TABLE 8 - C ONTINUED 
1 2 
6. Definite I Q  scores a s shown Yes o<J, 10% 
by tests for each child • • • • • • • • •  No 91% 86% 
No Reply 9% 4% 
_ _  ... . . . 
c .  What information should be giVEll t o  1 2 
students in regard to test results? 
1. All information given t o  Yes 3% 0% 
all children • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No 91% 869.'. 
No Reply 6% 14% 
2 .  Info rmation given only where Yes 79% 71% 
1 t would be benefi dal to the No 18�  19% 
performance of the ohild • • • • • • • •  No Reply 3g 10% 
3 . No information at all given • • • • •  Yes 21% 10% 
No 64% 65% 
No Reply 1 5% 25% 
-
3 4 
0% 100% 
0% 8?� 0% 15% 
3 4 
0% 0% 
lOOJ; 
0% 
80% 
26% 
69% 901i 
31% 10% 0"1 0"'1 /o 7:> 
25% 10:;7 , ..
75% 55% 
0% 35% 
5 
8% 88% 
4% 
5 
4% 92% 
4% 
88�� ' 12% 
o ct ,c 
4� 
75% 21% 
. - � 
- · 
6 
14% 
73%  
13% 
6 
5% 82% 
13% 
91% 9% 0% 
0% 77% 
23% 
-
� 
.U\ 
TABLE 8 - C ONTINUED 
D. When information i s  given to child- 1 2 
ren, how should it be presented? 
1 .  A chance to look over test to 
see mistakes 
Yes 70% 62% 
a .  Private conferences • • • • • • • •  No 21% 38% 
No Reply 9% 0% 
b .  In the class a s  a whole • • • •  Yes 21% 19�:t 
No 70% 71% 
No Reply 9% 10% 
c .  Discuss mistakes with Yes 55% 30'1. //• 
teacher • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No 30% 431'6 
No Reply 15% 18% 
d .  Correction of answers • • • • • •  Yes �3% 34% No 8% 52% 
No Reply 19% 14% 
2. General overall level of a - Yes 70% 62% 
chievement (did wel l ,  poorly) • • •  No 12% 23% 
No Reply 18% l r::'r '  ) A• 
3 . Rank in his own class 
a. Gener4 statement ( top Yes 51% 48% 
half, middle , etc . )  • • • • • • • •  No 33% 43% 
No Reply 16% 9% 
3 
--
69% 311. 
0% 
' 25% 60 � //J 6% 
631 
37% 
0% 
37% 
57% 6% 
69:1-25% 6:':' , ,  
50% 
50% 
Of 
- ·- - - -
4 
____ _ _ ,. 
5 6 
-·
·
- ---··�·-
55% 75% 7 ">-d _...,
2 5% 21% 18% 20% 4% 9% 
301?: 21% 18% 
3 5% 71% 
59� 35% 8% 23 
4o% 42% a6% 
25% 46% 1% 35% 12% 23% 
5% 25% 23% 50% 54% 45� 45% 21% 32% 
90% 88% 73% . 0% 8% 187! 10% 4% 9% 
70 ·�' 79% 60% "'l .. - r  
2o·f 17 � 711 
10;'< 4% 13% 
� 
5' . 
TABLE 8 - C ONTI NUED 
1 2 
b .  Specific number ( t enth ,  Yes 6% 10% 
fifte61 th )  • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No 76% 71% 
No Reply 18% 19% 
c .  Indivi dual ' s  score corn- Yes 30% 23% 
pared to class average • • • • •  No 55% 62% 
No Reply 15% 1 5% 
4. Class tabul9tion sheet with 
scores in order and names or Yes 6% 13% 
identification numbers of all No 79% 81% 
members • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No Reply 1 5% 6% 
5. Definit e grade level scores Yes 6% 19% 
a s  shown by tests • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  No 79% 76% 
No Reply 1 5% 5% 
6 .  Definite I �  scores as shown �y Yes 0% 5% 
test • • • • • • • • • • · · · · · · · · · · · • • • • • • •  No 88% 90% 
No Reply 121 5% 
3 4 
6'1. 
94% 0% 
0% 70% 30% 
37% 20% 63% 60% 
8% 20% 
0% '5% 94% 80% 6� 1 51 ,,.
19/! 1 5% 81% 70% 
o� 15% 
0% oc� 100% 85% 0% 1 5% 
5 
4% 84% 12% 
46 f.  46% 
Bil' j;.1 
0% 100� 
0% 
21··� 79% 
o� 
4% 96% 0% 
6 
5% 59% 36% 
36% 36% 28% 
0% 77% 23% 
32% 
55r, 
13% 
9% ?7% 14% . 
� 
;'1 
APPENDIX 
Part A - original Questionnaire 
USE OF S1'AN�DIZED TEST SC ORES 
Please check one column. 
A .  What information should be given to parents 
1n regard t o  test results? 
Jf. 
Yes No 
1 .  Individual ' s  rank in his own class ________ _....�__., __ _,. 
a .  General rank (top third, lower ha!f) -+----+---t b .  Speaif1o number rank (third, ninth ) --+----+----+ 
2 .  Individual ' s  score compared to olass 
average _________________________________ ,..... ____ +---4 
J .  Class tabulation results ( sheet with all 
soores 1n order w1 th names or 1dent1ti­
cat1on numbers ----------------------------+---_.,.---i 
4. Definite grade level scores as shown by 
test _____________________________________ -+----+----t 
5 . Approximate grade level scores (about a 
year above, two years below, etc . )  ---------+----i---� 
6 .  Definite IQ soores as shown by test ________ .,._ __ _..., __ -i 
7. Approximate IQ scores (low. above average )  --+---4----t 
8 .  No information at all ______________________ .,._ __ ......, __ ...,. 
B .  What information should be given to students 
1n regard to test results ?  
1. A chance to look over test to see mistakes ...... -��_. a. Discuss mistakes with teacher -----------�----b .  Correct answers _____________________ _.. __ � __ _... . 
2 . Class tabulation sheet with scores in 
order and names or 1den t1f1oat 1 on 
numbers of class members ----------------�----------
3 .  Bank 1n his own class 
a .  General statement {top nalf , middle) 
4. Gener al overall level of acnievement 
{did well , poorly , etc . ) 
.s. Def 1 n1te grade level scores as shown 
by t est 
6 .  Def 1 nite IQ score as shown by test 
7 . No 1 nf ormat1on at all 
Letter Aooanpany1ng Original Questionnaire 
Please make any oamnents you think would be helpful in thi s 
study . 
A .  What other suggest1ms can you m&ke about giving test 
results to parents ? 
B .  What other suggestionE do you have about giving test 
results to children ? 
Thank you .  
Sr..aron R .  Jennings 
Part B - survey Questionnaire 
USE OF STANDARDIZED TEST SCORES IN ELEMENTARY SCHOuLS 
(Specifically Achievement and Intelligonce Tests) 
( Opinions ot Tea:)hers - Grades 1 to 6 )  
Grade level which you teach 
------------------------
1/-0, 
Please oheok one column for each phrase. Yes No 
A .  What information should be given to parents 
in regard to test results? 
l. All 1ntormat1on given to all parents 
alike ____________________________ -+--��---t 
2 .  Information given only where it woul d b� 
beneficial to understanding the c hild. __ --+-�i----1 
J. Information given cnly if requested by 
Parents ------------------------------+--+----1
4 .  No information given at all. ______________ +----+--� 
B .  When informa tion 1a given to parents. how 
should it be presented? 
1 .  Ind1v1dual 1 s  rank 1n his own class 
a. General rank (top third. lower 
half , etc . } _______________________ -+-_ _,.. __ --i 
b. Specific number rank (third. ninth, 
etc.) ______________________________ �----�---t 
c .  Canpared to olaso e.\•erage _______ -+---+---t 
2 .  Approximate grade l evel soores (about a 
year above, two years below, eto . )  ______ -+-----+---1 
J. Definite grade level scores as shown by 
tests sent home on a card for each ch1ld. _ __,.. __ --+--i 
4 .  Class tabulation results (sheet with all 
so ores in order w1 th names or 1den-
t1t1ca t1 on numbers) ______________________ _.., __ -+----1 
5. Approxim ate IQ scores (low, above average, 
etc . )  ________________________________ __. ___ +-----t 
6 .  Definite IQ scores as shown by tests tor 
eaoh ohild ______________________________ __. ____ ._� 
c .  What 1nformat1on should be given to students 
1n regard to test results? 
if J. 
Yes No 
l .  All 1nformat1on given to all children ______ ..,_ __ ...,_ __ -1 
2. Information given only where it would 
be beneficial to the perf ormanoe of 
the child ________________________________ __,. ____ .,__� 
J .  No information at all given·---------+---1---1 
D. When inf ormation i s  given to children, how 
should it be presented? 
1 .  A chance to look o?er test t o  see mistakes 
a .  Private conferences ---------------------+---__..,----1 
b .  In the class as a wholo ________________ _.,_ __ _.. __ ---1 
c .  Discuss mistakes w!th teacher __________ _,.. __ __.. __ __. 
d .  Correction ot mistakes __________________ +-----+---� 
2. General overall level of achievement 
(did well , poorly, etc . )  _________________ ...... __ _.. __ ---1 
3 . Rank in his own class 
a .  General statement (top half ,  m1ddle)_...,__....._,_-1 
b .  Specific number (tenth , fifteenth )_--1�-1----1 
c .  Ind1v1dual ' s  score oampaxed to 
class average ________________________ ......, __ _.,. __ --4 
4. Class tabulation sheet w1 tl1 aoores in 
order and names or 1dent1f1cat1on 
numbers of all members _____________________ _._ __ ....., __ ---1 
5. Definite grade level scores as shown 
by tests __________________________________ -+----+----i 
6 .  Definite IQ scora aa shown by test _______________ __ 
Letter Accanpanying Final Questionnaire 
Dear Fellow Teacher , 
)28 South Douglas 
Springfield, Illinois 62704 
April 1 ,  1968 
I am a fourth grs.d.e t eEa.ctJ.er at Laketown School . At 
this time I am workir� toard the OOlllple;,t1on of my Master ' s  
Degree in Education from .Fa.stern Illinois 'University . To 
finish my degree, I must 11f"2'i te a thesis on a subject in my 
field. 
For some time, I have felt that there is a need tor 
information concerning the uae of standardized test results 
with parents and children .  Opinions about how much to tell 
a child and h1s parents about test soores are greatl7 
divided. The enclosed questionnaire will sample the 
opini<ma on this subject of two hundred elementary teachers 
1n Springfield. I plan to use the 1ntormat1on 1n oon-
nection with my thesis. not for reoanmendat1ons to any of 
our administration. Dr. Livingston has approved the 
sending of this questionnaire. 
W1ll you please take five minutes to check the ques­
tionnaire and return it to me in the enclosed envelope ?  
Please aa11 i t  b7 April 15, s o  I can f1n1sh my thesis by 
th1s summ er .  
'lhank 7ou very much for your help with this study . 
Sino er ely yours.  
Sharon R .  Jennings 
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